Conclusions

Researching migrant illegality beyond externalization
There has been extensive media coverage of shipwrecks in the Mediterranean resulting in mass killings of migrants on their way to the EU. 1 Migrants have been filmed 'attacking' the fences surrounding Ceuta and Melilla. 2 There are reports of others switching tactics and using land, rather than sea borders to cross from Turkey into the EU, as Frontex operations are becoming stricter in the Aegean Sea. 3 The endless endeavour to stop irregular entry into the EU has resulted in the outsourcing of EU border security regimes into regions peripheral to the EU, especially in the Mediterranean basin. Increasing research has focused on technical investments to stop irregular border crossings in the Mediterranean and on the role played by smuggler networks (FRA 2013) . The high death toll among migrants trying to cross the Mediterranean into the EU in the last decades (Brian and Laczko 2014), is a direct result of the fight against irregular migration by the EU. 4 Tens of thousands migrants fleeing conflict situations in Syria, Iraq, Afghanistan, and other countries were allowed to travel along the Balkan route to reach destinations in Western Europe. Reportedly, nearly a million people crossed during a short period in 2015 before the borders were closed down and securitized again. Against the backdrop of these dramatic international events, which have turned international migration into a spectacle, this book has focused on 1 'Lampedusa boat disaster: Death toll rises to 232', BBC News, 07.10.2013 , Retrieved 15.05.2015 , from http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-24436779 'Migrant boat was "deliberately sunk" in Mediterranean sea, killing 500', Guardian, 15.09.2014 , Retrieved 15.05.2015 , from http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/sep/15/ migrant-boat-capsizes-egypt-malta-traffickers 'UN says 800 migrants dead in boat disaster as Italy launches rescue of two more vessels ', Guardian, 20.04.2015 , Retrieved 15.05.2015 , from http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/ apr/20/italy-pm-matteo-renzi-migrant-shipwreck-crisis-srebrenica-massacre 2 'Over 1,000 migrants lined up along border ready to jump into Melilla ', El Pais, 12.10.2012 , Retrieved 15.05.2015 , from http://elpais.com/elpais/2012/10/17/inenglish/1350489064_368373. html 3 'Greece Unnerved by Bulgaria's Schengen Prospect ', novinite.com, 03.05.2011 ', novinite.com, 03.05. , Retrieved 15.05.2015 , from http://www.novinite.com/articles/127902/Greece+Unnerved+by+Bulgaria%27s +Schengen +Prospect 4 'Missing Migrants Project' by IOM, http://missingmigrants.iom.int/. See also, 'The Deaths at the Borders Database' for a collection of official death toll at the EU borders, http://www. borderdeaths.org/ less visible outcomes of these developments unfolding at the edges of the EU and beyond its external borders since the 1990s. In recent decades, drastic changes have occurred in the governance of irregular migration in the Mediterranean basin at the borders of the EU and beyond. Consequences of restrictions on legal migration and the expansion of border controls beyond the EU are not limited to the closing of 'front doors' for (potential) migrants from the developing world, aspiring to better opportunities in life. This study has revealed the repercussions of these policy changes for migrant livelihoods at the periphery of Europe.
The initial motivation of the study was to explore the impact of the closure along the EU borders on migrant experiences of illegality at the periphery of these borders. The research questions have gone further to explore how migrant illegality is produced, practiced, and negotiated by state and non-state actors, migrants included. What is the impact of the new and external character of the production of migrant illegality on migrants' experiences? What are the implications of emerging forms of governance of irregular migration for migrant illegality, for migrant incorporation, and access to legal status? Under what conditions have those migrants who stay without legal authorization sought and gained social and political legitimacy? At a more theoretical level, what does the comparison reveal about the interconnection between the governance of irregular migration and the recognition of irregular migrants as rightsbearing subjects?
Taking migrant illegality as a constructed, thus reversible social condition, the analysis has unpacked the relationship between production of migrant illegality, migrant incorporation, and migrant mobilization. To explore different aspects of migrant illegality as a 'juridical status', 'sociopolitical condition', and 'mode of being-in-the-world' (Willen 2007a), I have engaged in three sets of research: on the legal production of migrant illegality, taking a socio-legal perspective on the question of illegality; on migrant incorporation, drawing on the sociology of migration in general with a specific focus on newcomers, especially those without legal status; and on migrant mobilization informed by the conceptual framework of social movements and contentious politics literature.
I have borrowed from the legal production of migrant illegality literature the idea that the category of 'illegal migrant' has been created by the law itself (De Genova 2002; Calavita 2005) . Moreover, that this category of illegal has been sustained not only through immigration policy, but also through certain techniques of governmentality whereby migrant illegality is associated with criminality, racialized, and represented as a threat to national security. The production of migrant illegality making migrant bodies deportable, referring to the possibility of deportation rather than the actual practice of it, has given rise to mechanisms disciplining the migrant body. In a similar vein, research on migrant incorporation in the case of irregular migrants has revealed processes of subordinate inclusion into the society (Menjívar 2006; Bommes and Sciortino 2011) . Conceptually and methodologically, I have drawn attention to layers of exclusion denying migrants' access to socio-economic opportunities and rights, as well as to socio-political and institutional conditions enabling migrants' participation in society, access to rights through the labour market, bureaucracy and/or civil society. Migrant incorporation research has also addressed how migrants themselves negotiate these conditions of exclusion and subordinate inclusion through tactics of (in)visibility. How irregular migrants become political subjects, actively seeking rights and claiming legal status, is also theoretically and empirically addressed by migration and social movements scholars alike (Coutin 2003; Nicholls 2013) . The book has borrowed from research on social movements and its emphasis on the internal organization of the movement, repertoires of resistance, and alliances among diverse groups (Chimienti 2011; Tyler and Marciniak 2013) . Acknowledging these factors underscoring the importance of institutional context, I put equal emphasis on migrants' lived experiences of illegality to explain processes leading to migrant mobilization and politicized visibility, as well as their lack of mobilization and subtle forms of invisibility.
Using these three interrelated research agendas, this book argued that what I have conceptualized as 'irregular migrants' incorporation styles' should be studied at multiple levels: at point where the legal framework, deportability practices, labour market and social conditions, the institutional context of bureaucracy and civil society receiving migrants meet. At the theoretical level, the research questions aimed to explore the relationship between (il)legality, recognition, and legitimacy. In exploring how migrants negotiate between state controls imposed upon them and their quest for formal recognition, the findings revealed the different ways that migrants gain legitimacy and political subjectivity despite their lack of legal status. Like other researchers studying lived experiences of illegality, I have considered a transformative social justice agenda without taking the 'nation-state and its interests at face value and as a point of departure' (Però and Solomos 2010: 11).
The research design embedded a number of empirical and conceptual novelties. The literature on irregular migrants' access to rights and legal status rarely focuses on contexts outside of North America and Western Europe (Sadiq 2008; Garcés-Mascareñas 2012) . Going beyond traditional geographies of comparison in migration research, the research questions explored external and domestic dynamics in the production of migrant illegality. Going beyond state-centric approaches to irregular migration, the book revealed the impact of this illegality on migrant experiences of subordinate incorporation and access to rights and legal status. Going beyond the focus on EU borders, the research provided a more comprehensive perspective than earlier research on the impact of EU migration control regimes on migrant rights at the periphery. Using the explanatory power of a comparative study, I aimed to transpose the emerging discussions on migrant illegality, incorporation, and legitimate access to the right to stay onto new immigration contexts.
The findings are based on data collected during fieldwork conducted at two research sites in the Mediterranean basin, Turkey and Morocco. The comparative research design was confined to the analysis of the emergence of different policies and practices in the governance of irregular migration between 2000 and 2014 in these two nation-state contexts. The analysis focuses on the post-2000 period because this was the time when the two countries had started to introduce new laws to manage asylum and immigration flows. This is the period when both countries moved from having no policy to rudimentary forms of governance in the realm of immigration, immigrants became more visible, and civil society organizations developed an interest in improving the situation of migrants and asylum seekers. These two nation-states have experienced similar transitions in their migration patterns from sending labour migration to Europe into de facto lands of destinations, whose borders are most subjected to the external dimensions of EU migration policies.
The book contributes to emerging literatures on irregular migration in the context of Turkey and Morocco by introducing a migrant illegality approach into these studies. The empirical discussions aim to contribute to academic research in Turkey and in Morocco as well as policy discussions, by bridging policy-oriented macro-level research on changing legal and institutional structures governing irregular migration with micro-level sociological studies on migrant communities, i.e. their lived experiences. Both country cases provide reflections on how migrant illegality has been produced as a result of the interaction of EU priorities to curtail irregular migration and changing national legal frameworks and practices at multiple levels. Despite their formal exclusion from the sphere of citizenship and the rights associated with it, migrants have carved out social and political spaces, albeit through different processes of incorporation. This study has provided a glimpse into how people excluded from the body of citizenship, actively or implicitly, claim their legitimate right to stay in the nation-state territory, despite their liminal legal status.
Despite limitations inherent in comparison, which sacrifice the depth of each case, the comparative research design has been fruitful. Empirical descriptions, in the sense of systematic process analyses of the cases, have elicited mid-range, context-bound causalities. Thick empirical description of cases enabled us to build causal narratives to explain the interlinked relationship between the production of migrant illegality, migrant incorporation, and access to rights in each country case and across cases. Hypotheses emerging from the comparison of these two cases require testing with a larger number of cases; this constitutes a limitation for the findings of the book.
The conceptual framework -postulating that migrant incorporation styles manifest themselves at the point of interaction between different aspects of migrant illegality -underpin my methodological choice to explore migrant illegality at multiple levels. Therefore, one methodological contribution of the research is that it embraces 'studying through approach' (Shore and Wright 2003: 14; Van der Leun 2003; Tsianos and Karakayali 2010) to link legal and institutional policy analysis on irregular migration and sociological-ethnographic methods on migrant livelihoods. Another methodological and empirical novelty of the research is its exploration of the causal linkage between migrant illegality, migrant incorporation, and mobilization in a comparative perspective, in contexts underexplored by previous research with a similar conceptual framework (Calavita 2005; Willen 2007a; Chimienti 2011; Lauthenbal 2007) .
Both the studying-through approach and the comparative research design have enabled me to address a set of empirical questions emerging from migrant illegality and migrant incorporation literatures in a contextualized manner. Chapter 2 provided a comparative outlook on the impact of the externalization of the EU borders on Morocco and on Turkey. Chapters 3 and 4 linked processes that produce migrant illegality to processes of migrant incorporation into society and to processes conducive to their political mobilization. The comparative analysis of the two country cases in Chapter 5 provided preliminary explanations for why certain incorporation patterns have prevailed in one context and not the other. The concluding chapter reflects on the themes discussed in the book and the different patterns of migrant incorporation styles, taking into account international, national and local factors. It also reflects on the implications of recent developments for Europe and for peripheral countries in the post-2015 period.
Production of migrant illegality at the international and national levels
Since the 1990s, both Turkey and Morocco have become destinations for migrants from their wider regions, who come to these countries to work, seek asylum, study or with the initial intention of crossing into Europe. Despite differences in the volume of incoming flows and migrant profiles, in terms of source countries and migrant motivations, the similar and rather external emergence of irregular migration has made these migrant illegality contexts comparable. This process, which I have identified as the 'international production of migrant illegality' refers to techniques of governance that operate across national borders. In both contexts, these techniques have been mainly EU-initiated efforts, such as increasing joint investments in infrastructure along the external borders of the EU shared with third countries to stop irregular entries in the Union, increasing the visibility and activities of international and intergovernmental organizations, and changing the legal framework governing irregular migration. The label 'transit country' has been used by the EU and by these countries to identify themselves; at this time, when the term transit does not have factual validity, it is becoming increasingly difficult for people to 'transit' through Turkey or Morocco to the shores of the EU without proper documents. At the same time, the term 'transit' has been internalized and instrumentalized by policymakers in Turkey and Morocco to deny the fact that they are becoming immigration countries and to avoid their obligations vis-a-vis foreign nationals on their soil. The first two aspects of the international production of migrant illegality -that is, developments concerning border infrastructure and the role played by international and intergovernmental organizations -have been similar in the two contexts. However, the link between domestic structures and EU demands, the direction of changes in the legal framework, the motivations behind these changes and the overall politicization of the issue, have differed from one context to another.
In both countries, the institutionalization of migrant illegality has been infused with international and domestic demands. Turkey has been pressured by the EU to cooperate in stopping irregular migration into the EU. At the same time, lax visa policies have been criticized for leaving a back door open for the legal entry, overstay, and further mobility of irregular migrants. Recent legal changes in Turkey indicate a shift in the migrant illegality regime that is 'nicer on asylum seekers and tougher on irregular migrants' (Tolay 2012: 53). Morocco has not become a hub for irregular labour migration to the same extent that Turkey has in the last two decades. Hence, border-related dimensions of migration governance have initially been more instrumental and dominant in the production of migrant illegality in Morocco.
Different levels of politicization of irregular migration by the state also indicate different technicalities of governance in the two contexts. Morocco has displayed higher levels of criminalization and politicization of irregular migration. In Turkey, the state has put less effort into creating (negative) public opinion on the later acknowledged fact that Turkey has become a hub for labour migration and asylum, as well for those attempting the journey to Europe. Keeping things low profile, legal and institutional changes are contextualized within the technicalities of the EU accession process by policies and researchers alike.
One conceptual contribution of the study is to socio-legal studies on migrant illegality, by bringing an international perspective into the analysis, but also indirectly to studies on the external dimensions of EU migration policies by providing a fresh lens on their analysis, with the extended use of the concept of the production of migrant illegality. The starting argument of the book has been that the production of migrant illegality in the periphery of the EU, defined as transit migration, has been a product of the interaction between the international context and domestic politics. The comparison indicates that migrant illegality as a judicial status has been a consequence of interaction between international and domestic contexts.
One major implication of the EU pressure to stop, control, and manage irregular migration for the contexts in question is the unprecedented occupation in categorizing incoming flows. One should note that Turkey and Morocco, as well as other countries in the region facing similar transit conditions, are asked to stop people from transiting to their next destinations, but they are also criticized for undermining the fundamental rights of migrants in their territory. Making transit spaces safe third countries, by pushing them to introduce functioning international protection systems, has been an EU priority. The downside of the increasing will to categorize incoming flows is a discrepancy between asylum seekers, as a group with legitimate access to rights and protection, and irregular migrants; although, in practice, both groups are enmeshed with one another and migrants can easily move from one category to the other. Hence, this research indirectly problematizes the implications of the concept of mixed migration by showing the diversity of experiences and the need for protection for all. This is an empirical contribution of the book which also has policy relevance.
Meanwhile, the EU is not the only dynamic in shaping immigration policies in both contexts. Such an approach reifies the idea of a transit country and characterizes countries at the EU's periphery as 'passive victims' of their geographies. Rather, examining the political, social, and institutional conditions within the receiving contexts, and migrant experiences of it, better explains the production and implications of migrant illegality as an interaction between domestic socio-political factors and foreign policy. Herein lie the empirical and methodological contributions of this study.
Migrant incorporation styles: The problematic role of the market
This study has acknowledged the EU's role as a supra-national actor that has an impact on the production of migrant illegality in its periphery. However, the emphasis is not on policies and practices produced by the EU, but on the policies and practices of the state, as negotiated by non-state actors, including migrants themselves, in the peripheral countries. These countries face similar immigration pressures, but I argue that differences in state and civil society responses to irregular migration, in terms of local configurations of migrant illegality, make a difference in migrants' experiences of incorporation. Different levels of politicization of irregular migration, hence differences in the conceptualization of migrant illegality, impact migrant incorporation styles. The presence of migrants, especially those without legal status call into question the original fiction of modern society by problematizing redistribution and recognition relations between state and citizen:
Those who enter the administrative apparatus accept a certain degree of control over their actions as a method of obtaining the benefit of a certified identity […] . The sociological interest in irregular migration is motivated by the chance to explore the other side of this exchange, as in a natural experiment, where the avoidance of controls is pursued through the renunciation of political recognition and legal protection. (Bommes and Sciortino 2011: 221) Following this promise to study the experience of irregular migration, Chapters 3 and 4 have showed the processes that lead to different styles of migrant incorporation. In Morocco, the criminalization of irregular migration at the policy level, and at the level of public opinion, go hand in hand with migrants' daily experiences of deportability and other forms of exclusion, both in the informal settings along the border and in the urban space. The puzzling question of whether and under what conditions migrants may still seek legitimacy in the absence of labour market incorporation is addressed in the example of Morocco. Chapter 3 has already characterized the experiences of migrant illegality as a socio-political condition in Morocco, with limited access to labour market opportunities, a lack of a sense of legitimate presence due to daily experiences of deportation, and limited access to rights and then only with civil society acting as an intermediary. How these conditions influence migrants' modes of being-in-the-world as political subjects is another puzzle the book has attempted to solve. Conversely, Turkey demonstrates migrants' experiences of daily inclusion without access to a political voice, especially for groups in urban centres such as Istanbul. In other words, lower levels of politicization of the presence of irregular migrants at the policy level resonate with lower levels of enforcement of internal controls on irregular migrants in the urban space. Interestingly, this situation of 'arbitrary tolerance', resulting from a gap between law and implementation, underscore migrants' lack of recognition, either as villains, or as victims. As a result, irregular migrants are not considered political subjects by policymakers, or by their potential allies in civil society. This double lack of recognition has left migrants to the mercy of the moral economy of the market, where there is widespread implicit consent for certain types of exploitation. Giving the deportation practices and precarious but inclusive labour market situation in Istanbul, lower levels of advocacy for rights of irregular migrants, migrant illegality, in the sense of ways of being-in-theworld, correspond to migrants' invisibility in the political sphere despite their relatively widespread presence in the socio-economic sphere.
Chapter 4 revealed that the labour market, coupled with somewhat tolerant deportation regimes, does provide a source of legitimacy for the presence of irregular migrants in Istanbul. Civil society underscored the arbitrary and, at times, unlawful practices of detention and deportation by the Turkish police. Meanwhile, migrants interviewed expressed less concern about being deported, especially when compared to their counterparts in Morocco, as long as they resist engaging in conflict at the workplace or in their neighbourhood. However, as the case of Turkey reveals, migrants' presence in the labour market does not necessarily provide a basis for their formal recognition. In other words, migrants gaining daily legitimacy through their economic participation and through practices of arbitrary toleration have not necessarily gained a political voice, hence formal recognition. Migrant illegality as a socio-political condition in Turkey has been characterized by subordinate forms of incorporation in the labour market, day-to-day legitimacy, and very limited access to fundamental rights without official status.
As immigration policies become part of the public policy agenda, and given the rapidly changing legal, institutional, and discursive contexts on irregular migration in both countries, it would be interesting to explore how these policies interact with other public policies on health, education, and the labour market. Related research may put more emphasis on the functioning of bureaucratic incorporation and focus on the perspectives of 'street level bureaucrats' (Lipsky 1980) , such as the police, doctors, and school principals. Generating institutional ethnographic analysis that reveals mechanisms for accessing rights and the role played by street level bureaucrats would help us to theorize on the hierarchy of values in vulnerable groups' (including those without formal membership) access to the institutions of the nation-state (Fassin 2009). In addition, the role of non-state actors, further analysed and problematized from an empirical and theoretical perspective, would be beneficial as would looking at the role of civil society in perpetuating or mitigating the functioning of emerging hierarchies. The latter would be in dialogue with existing literature on problematizing CSOs taking responsibilities that are conventionally undertaken by states and what this means for recognition and redistribution of resources.
Migrant mobilization between (in)visibility and recognition
The emergence of migrant political mobilization is an empirical question rather than an intrinsic aspect of migrant illegality, both as a socioeconomic condition, but also as a mode of being-in-the-world. My research began with the premise that migrants are not only victims of external conditions, but active subjects even in inhospitable contexts characterized by violent practices. They consciously endeavour to improve their living conditions within the political, social, and institutional constraints and opportunities surrounding them. One central question of the thesis has been the difference at the level of mobilization for the rights of irregular migrants in the context of Turkey and Morocco, despite similar experiences of being stranded, the denial of rights, and the experience of violence in both contexts, as reported by several international and local civil society actors. Exclusion has created a situation where migrant rights have been denied, irregular migration has been criminalized, and irregular migrants have been stigmatized in Morocco, arguably at higher levels than Turkey. As a response to stigmatization at different levels, irregular migrants' mobilization has become part of their way-of-being in the world. Their common African identity and linguistic background has facilitated migrants' communal quest for political recognition. Forging alliances with emerging pro-migrant rights civil society actors in the Moroccan context, irregular migrants have been partially successful in carving a political space where they contest their illegality characterized by a lack of judicial status and as socio-economic conditions excluding them.
Using a political opportunity structures approach, albeit not exclusively, I have connected migrants' mode of being-in-the-world as political subjects in Morocco to their socio-economic conditions, but also to wider institutional structures. Socio-political conditions of migrant illegality characterized by marginalization in the absence of day-to-day legitimacy have, arguably, put irregular migrants in Morocco into a much more vulnerable position than their counterparts in Turkey. The main factor enabling migrants' grievances to transform into contentious politics in Morocco has been informal migrant associations' alliances with Moroccan and international civil society. The conscious decision by Moroccan civil society actors not to distinguish between asylum seekers vs. irregular migrants, as, for instance, UNHCR Morocco would prefer, has arguably carved out a wider political space for contentious politics. In the case of Turkey, migrants and asylum seekers have mobilized among themselves in sporadic ways. Apparently, in the Turkish case, most NGOs prefer to focus on asylum as a more legitimate basis for their advocacy activities, at the expense of sidelining rights violations and the protection needs of irregular migrants.
In both contexts, discussions of irregular migration were initially shaped in relation to clandestine outmigration of their own nationals. Emigration and the situation of migrants from Morocco are still relevant for policy discussions in Morocco. As part of transnational opportunity structures (Però and Solomos 2010: 9-10), these discussions, as well as institutions dealing with emigrants abroad, have had an impact on ideas of how immigrants within Morocco should be treated (Üstübici 2015) . This linkage between issues pertaining to emigration and immigration has so far been absent in Turkey, despite its similar emigration history. In this sense, the comparison reveals that the success of mobilization does not depend solely on the existence of allies supporting demands by marginalized, not formally recognized groups, but also how these allies formulate their priorities, where they think they can find discursive opportunities (Bröer and Duyvendak 2009). Overall, the causal assessment for migrant (im)mobilization throughout this book suggests that the mobilization of migrants without legal status can be explained by a combination of various factors, such as the perception of closure in the system (Chimienti 2011). Here, the closure in the system refers to the actual and ongoing closure of EU borders, which makes the possibility of exit more costly and risky. But it also refers to the intensity of internal controls rendering irregular migrants' efforts to lead a decent life much more difficult. The sense of closure coupled with migrants' own background of political mobilization, leading to the possibility of forming coalitions with other actors, helps to transform migrants' personal experiences of harm into wider political demands for recognition (Honneth 1995: 163) .
One potential contribution to the literature at the intersection of irregular migration and social movements lies in the conviction that cases of mobilization are just as useful as those identified with a lack of mobilization for generating hypotheses. Given the similar international dynamics in the production of migrant illegality in both contexts, one can ask under what conditions migrant illegality translates into cheap, flexible labour. The case of Turkey has already revealed that the availability and penetrability of the urban informal economy, the size of the economy, as well as the existence of already emerging ethnic economies, which would welcome new (irregular) migrants, are factors enabling the creation of an inexpensive, vulnerable migrant labour force in Turkey. Surprisingly, access to precarious work has been the case even for those migrants who are allegedly on their way to Europe. More important for this research, the other puzzling question is whether or under what conditions irregular migrants' subordinate incorporation into the labour market may turn into a mechanism that weakens migrants' quest for formal recognition. Most literature in Western Europe emphasizes the economic contribution as the basis for political demands of legalization of irregular migrants. As hypothesized in Chapter 5, the labour market participation is neither necessary nor sufficient for the political mobilization of irregular migrants.
Ways forward
The conceptual framework I proposed regarding the international and internal production of migrant illegality may be extended, confined, and refined by three types of further research: by transposing it onto other countries emerging as de facto lands of immigration at the edge of conventional destinations, by following changes on migration governance and migrant incorporation patterns over time, by shifting the scope of the analysis within each case explored here. More research on the creation and transformation of so-called transit spaces into migrant receiving lands is needed to extend the engagement of this book with changes to legal and institutional frameworks and to further theorize the kind of incorporation styles that the transformation of migrant illegality regimes has given rise to. 5 Such an inquiry will enable us to capture the variation among similar cases. It will also highlight the dynamics of the journey and settlement from the perspective of migrants. Taking into account the policy implications of the book, further research is needed to assess the extent to which changing legislation in Morocco and Turkey would provide necessary protection and rights and disincentivize migrants from furthering the journey as envisaged by the EU, or would result in further illegalization of certain types of mobility. Looking at the recent changes in both contexts, the findings of this book can be extended into an analysis of how the (international) production of migrant illegality has evolved into frames of 'deservingness'. Such an inquiry would contribute to answering the question of what makes a foreigner a deserving citizen (Chauvin and Garcés-Mascareñas 2014).
The findings of this research are confined to the emergence of migrant mobilization and initial phases of its formal recognition by the authorities in Morocco. At the end of the first regularization campaign in Morocco, only a limited number of irregular migrants had acquired an exceptional temporary residence permit and coercive practices along the EU border continued throughout 2014. After the end of the regularization in 2015, the Moroccan government engaged in policies to ensure the integration of migrants regularized in Morocco. Since 2014, the Western African route into the EU has been virtually closed, but migrants from sub-Saharan countries continue to arrive in Morocco. As it is not clear how migrants whose applications are rejected and those who arrived after the campaign will be treated, the Moroccan government has initiated a second regularization campaign. Thus, more comprehensive research is needed on the evolution of migrant mobilization in Morocco. What inclusionary and exclusionary patterns will arise within the movement, as well as with similar movements in the country and in the wider region is yet to be seen and researched.
Needless to say, the mass arrival of nearly 2.8 million Syrians as of November 2016, who were granted temporary protection status in Turkey, has significantly changed the scene of migrant incorporation and migration governance in Turkey. During this time, attention shifted from irregular borders crossings from the Western African route to the Eastern Mediterranean route. Turkey's reception of high numbers of Syrian refugees has reinforced migration diplomacy with the EU. The Turkey-EU joint statement of March 2016, the so-called Turkey-EU deal, should be analysed as a continuation of the trend towards externalizing the EU's borders and migration policies and of migration diplomacy between Turkey and the EU.
The patterns of politicization of immigration issues, easy infiltration into the labour market, and daily forms of tolerance have started to change in Turkey, perhaps not unexpectedly in any society receiving nearly three million newcomers over a period of five years. It is fair to say that the interaction of the Syrian refugee situation with ongoing legal and administrative changes in migration governance in Turkey have gradually created hierarchical categories of deservingness and reinforced the illegality of those who fall outside these categories. With the widespread employment of Syrians in the labour market, Turkey is now becoming an even better case for analysing how economies react to the entry of a cheap migrant workforce without the explicit demand for labour. Here, further research can focus on the community characteristics of incorporation. The findings can also be extended into more systematic research about the intersectionalities of gender, class, ethnicity, and race and how they differentiate experiences of illegality. What kind of solidarities and networks emerge through these experiences?
On the one hand, the migrant illegality framework is not suff icient to address Syrian refugees, who are under Temporary Protection, hence not illegal. On the other hand, initial research has already revealed a discrepancy between the recognized legal status of Syrians and their lived experiences of incorporation, displaying parallels with living conditions of irregular migrants, especially with regards to labour market participation (see for instance Özden 2013; Korkmaz 2017). Thus, this study provides a basis for research on the incorporation of Syrians, not only to help to illustrate the drastic changes that have occurred, but also to reveal continuities in patterns of migrant incorporation in Turkey. The impact of the mass arrival of Syrian refugees, as well as the increasing number of asylum seekers from other countries, has put Turkey's asylum system under stress. Whether the increasing number, coupled with increasing visibility in political discussions, will translate into a form of political mobilization in Turkey is yet to be seen. One speculative question would be whether an asylum-based mobilization would expand to include other categories of migrants making more radical membership claims and demands for free circulation.
In Morocco and in Turkey, as well as elsewhere, more changes are needed to ensure that migrants, regardless of legal status, gain access to their fundamental human rights. As repeatedly uttered by the migrant activists I interviewed: la lutte continue ('the struggle goes on').
